COMPARISON OF DELIVERY SYSTEMS - ALL FIGURES BASED ON SFY |
Pacific 2001 2002 2003 2004 2001 2002 2003 2004 st 2002 - 2001 Comparison o fooat[2003- 2002 Comparison ot {2004 2003 Comparison
oL Q2 Q3 Q4 oL Q2 Q3 Q4 QL Q2 Q3 Q4 oL Q2 Q3 Q4| Average | Average | Average | Average|  Diff %DIff | Diff | %Diff | Diff | %Diift | Dift | oDitt | Dt | oebit | ot [ oDift
PHYSICIAN COUNT-
FFS 34 31 33! 30 28 34/ 31 32 29 32 32 31 32 27 33 32 32 31 31 31 2 6.7% -1l -2.3% -1l -31% 0| -0.8% 1 32% 0| 0.0%|
HO 12 11 12| 10| 13 12| 14/ 17| 17 21 36 35, 16 15 12 12| 11 14/ 27| 14 7| 70.0% 3| 24.4% 18| 105.9% 13| 94.6% -23| -65.7% -14| -49.8%|
UMP 8 13 12 12 12 12 12 12 11 13 12 12| 12 12 11 10, 11 12 12 11 0, 0.0% 1 6.7%)| 0, 0.0% 0, 0.0%)| -2| -19.4% -1| -6.0%)
PEBB 14, 13! 15! 21 16 17! 19! 22| 22 23 19! 19 20 19 13 10 16 19! 21 16} 1 4.8% 3| 17.5% -3| -13.6%) 2| 12.2% -9| -45.6% -5| -24.0%]
CLIENT COUNT
FFS 2,262 2,389 2,593 2,814 2,927, 3,055 3,095 3,096 3,119 3,052 1,623 1,628 1,702 1,795 1,702| 1,743 2,515 3,043 2,355 1,736 282| 10.0% 529| 21.0%| -1,469| -47.4% -688| -22.6%) 116| 7.1% -620| -26.3%)
HO 1,083 986 932 862] 798, 756 733 697] 653 625, 1,979 2,012 1,995 1,963 1,975| 1,884 966 746 1,317| 1,955 -165| -19.2%| -220| -22.8%| 1,315] 188.8% 571 76.6% -128| -6.3% 637| 48.4%)
UMP 664 676 532 522 515 511 596 601 593 605 667 668' 665, 669 1,051 1,034 599 556 633| 855 79| 15.1% -43|  -7.1%) 67| 11.1% 78| 13.9% 366] 54.7% 221| 35.0%
PEBB 757 783 725 719 720 710 579 569 561 545 680 678 679 678 286 282 746 645 Blg 481 -150| -20.9%| -102| -13.6%) 109| 19.2% -29|  -4.4% -396| -58.4% -135| -21.9%
RATIO™ |
FFS 15.0| 13.0 12.7 10.7 9.6 11.1 10.0 10.3] 9.3 10.5 19.7 19.0 18.8 15.0 19.4| 184 12.8 10.3 14.6] 17.ﬂ -0.3] -3.1% -2.6| -20.1%| 8.7| 84.3% 4.4] 42.6%) -0.7] -3.6% 3.3| 22.3%]
HO 111 11.2 12.9 11.6) 16.3 15.9 19.1 24.4] 26.0, 33.6) 18.2 17.4 7.9 7.6 6.1 6.4 11.7 18.9 23.8 7.0 12.8| 110.3% 7.2| 62.0% -7.0| -28.7% 4.9| 25.8%| -11.0| -63.4% -16.8| -70.7%|
UMP 12.0] 19.2] 22.6! 23.0 23.3 23.5 20.1 20.0 18.5 215 18.0 18.0) 18.5 18.1 10.5 9.4 19.2 21.7 19.0] 14.1 -3.0] -13.1% 25| 13.1% -2.0| -10.0%| -2.7| -12.5%| -8.6| -47.9%) -4.9| -25.7%|
PEBB 18.5 16.6 20.7 29.2 22.2 23.9 32.8 38.7 39.2 42.2 27.9 28.0 30.0 28.7 45.4) 36.6 21.2 29.4 34.3] 35.2 9.5| 32.4% 8.2| 38.4% -10.6| -27.5%) 4.9 16.8% 8.6| 30.8% 0.8 2.4%)|
TOP QUARTILE
FFS 69.2% 62.6%| 65.1% 72.2%) 66.9%| 71.4%| 68.5%| 69.9%| 69.9%| 73.6% 67.8%| 70.9%| 69.1%| 64.8%| 63.0%| 62.6%| 67.3%| 69.2%| 70.5%| 64.9% -2.2%| -3.1% 1.9%! 2.9%)| 0.9%! 1.4% 1.4%] 2.0%| -8.3%| -11.7%| -5.7%| -8.0%]
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Comparison of Ratios * COUNT is the unduplicated count of physicians andor clients.
** RATIO is the number of active physicians per 1000 clients.
80 *++ TOP QUARTILE is the percent of client visits provided by the top 25% of the most active physicians.
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